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Localities of Grime in Suffolk. By Me. John Gltde, Jtrif., Ipswich. 

[Read before the Statistical Section of the British Association, at Glasgow, 
on Thursday, the 13th of September, 1855.] 

Suffolk, the county whose criminality we have carefully examined, 
is situated in the Eastern District of England, and is one of the 
largest of English shires. It must be classed as one of our best agri- 
cultural counties, although partly maritime, having nearly fifty miles 
of sea coast. In 1851 it had 69,282 inhabited houses, 71,451 sepa- 
rate occupiers, and 337,215 persons. It had 238 persons and 47 
houses to a square mile, 28 acres to every 10 persons, and about 
28 per cent, of its population was located in towns. 

To trace the progress of crime is a matter of no slight difficulty. 
Statistical returns, comparing the number of prisoners at different 
periods, are open to many fallacies, and until we get a register of 
offences we must consider the criminal returns as a very uncertain 
test of the comparative morality at different periods. We shall, 
therefore, make no attempt in this article to indicate the progress of 
crime in Suffolk further than to state that at the commencement of 
the century this county stood in a favourable aspect, and that since 
1801 crime has increased within its boundaries more rapidly than in 
the adjoining counties. 

Leaving the nature, extent, and fluctuations of crime for more 
learned observers, we propose opening a new field of inquiry. By 
analysing the calendars for the five years ending 1853 we descend 
into particulars, and ascertain the localities in which the criminals 
have resided, and by tracing the prisoner to his home, the operation 
of the great producing causes of crime will be the more easily seen, 
and cause and effect, in many instances, be brought face to face. 

Suffolk is divided into seventeen poor law unions, two only of 
which are town districts. As tables of crime for all England include 
counties of very various degrees of criminality, so does the average 
for the county of Suffolk include districts, towns, and villages of 
opposite moral tendencies as developed by their criminal aspects. 

The following table exhibits the population of the Suffolk districts 
and the proportion of prisoners to population in each of the poor law 
unions, showing, at one view, how the respective unions stand in the 
order of criminality. The least criminal is placed at the top of the 
list, the others, increasing in crime, downwards. 

There are striking differences exhibited in this table. Criminal 
tendencies are widely spread in some districts, and a glance at some 
of the previous calendars proved to us that this tendency is not, by 
any means, confined to the five years examined, but would, in some 
cases, be more strongly marked by embracing a larger number of 
years. Our attention is immediately arrested by the fact of some 
" unions" being far less criminal than others. Criminals are nearly 
three times as numerous in Cosford as they are in Mutford, and 
nearly twice as numerous in Hartismere as they are in Mildenhall. 
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Unions. 



Mutford 

Mildenhall . 

Samford 

Plomesgate . 

Risbridge 

Blything 

Thingoe 

Woodbridge 

Hoxne 

Stow 

Bosmere 

Sudbury .... 

Ipswich 

Hartisraere 
Wangford 
Cosford .... 



Population 
in 1351. 



20,163 
10,354 
12,493 
21,477 
14,059 
27,383 
19,014 
23,776 
15,900 
21,110 
17,219 
23,406 
32,759 
19,023 
14,014 
1'8,107 



Ratio of Criminals 
to Population. 



in 1,344 
1,207 
1,086 
895 

760 
871 
760 
820 
781 
752 
688 
680 
643 
620 
590 
464 



It must not be supposed that every town and village in these 
"unions" is equally favourable or unfavourable. The extremes are 
sometimes met with in the same district. Mutford stands as the 
least criminal in the list of unions, but its position will appear much 
more favourable if we subtract the criminals furnished by the town of 
Lowestoft. In the five years ending 1853 Mutford has furnished 75 
prisoners, but 58 of these come from Lowestoft, thus leaving only 
17 criminals in that period for the rest of the union, which, inde- 
pendent of the town named, contains 13,382 persons. Again, Wang- 
ford has furnished 117 criminals, but of this number the towns of 
Beccles and Bungay have sent 97, thus leaving 20 prisoners for all 
the villages in Wangford union. But if we turn to the Cosford 
union, and deduct the population of the town of Hadleigh, which is 
the only place in the union having a population of more than 2,000 
persons, we shall find that the deduction makes but little difference 
in the ratio of crime. Cosford furnished 196 prisoners, and of this 
number the town of Hadleigh sent 46, leaving 150 for the rest of the 
union. Leaving out the towns of Lowestoft, Beccles, Bungay, and 
Hadleigb, the ratio is in Mutford 1 criminal to every 3,977 persons, 
in Wangford 1 to every 1,443 persons, and in Cosford 1 to every 492 
persons. 

Towns, we all know, contain elements of moral progress nowhere 
else to be found ; but as the great mass of offenders tried at assizes 
and quarter sessions are members of the labouring class, the highest 
ratio of offenders must be anticipated where labourers aggregate 
together. This at once points to towns as being, in all probability, 
more criminal than rural districts. In the towns of Suffolk there is 
as much difference in comparative criminality as we have shown to 
exist in entire poor law unions, as the following figures will show :— 
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Towns. 



Southwold .. 
Framlingham 
Debenham .. 

Ipswich 

Lowestoft 

Sudbury 

Hadleigh 

Bungay 

Halesworth .. 



Population 
in 1851. 



2,109 
2,450 
1,653 
32,914 
6.580 
6,043 
3,338 
3,841 
2,529 



Ratio of Criminals 
to Population. 



in every 1,320 
„ 1,020 
„ 555 

557 
565 
475 
405 
370 
309 



Great differences in small areas are here exhibited, and this table 
also shows that the aggregation in towns, is not, in all cases, a sure 
producer of crime. Stowmarket, the only town in tbe union which 
bears its name, was less criminal than the whole district to which it 
belongs. Framlingham was equally favourable. Southwold and 
Halesworth, towns nearly equal in population, and situated within a 
few miles of each other, stand singularly as the least and most 
criminal in the county; there being 4 criminals in the latter to 1 
in the former. Lowestoft is twice as criminal as Southwold, and they 
are both sea ports: and in proportion to population the criminals 
from Bungay are double those from Stowmarket, and those from Eye 
double those from Framlingham. 

Are the towns as different for the Jieinousness as they are for the 
amount of their criminality ? This question will naturally suggest 
itself to the reader, and we are glad to be able to show that a very 
large per centage of petty larcenies are committed by town residents, 
and that a less number of the gravest offences are committed by 
them than could fairly be anticipated. The per centage of larcenies 
in the following towns in the five years ending 1853 has been as 
under — 



Towns. 


Per Centage of 
Larcenies. 


Towns. 


Per Centage of 
Larcenies. 


Southwold 


50,000 
58,222 
60,000 
63,050 




75,862 






65,853 






60,826 






61,538 









The small per centage of larcenies at Framlingham and South- 
wold is owing to the small number of offences, only 12 at the former 
and 8 at the latter in five years. Debenham appears to stand as bad 
as Hadleigh, but this also is attributable to the small number of 
criminals in one town compared with the other. 

One of the most interesting fields of inquiry in connection with 
this subject is the comparative criminality of town and rural districts. 
The unions varied from 1 criminal in every 1,344 persons to 1 in 
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every 464 persons. The towns likewise varied from 1 in every 1,320 
persons to 1 in 309. Our analysis, however, convinced us that many 
villages in this county furnish a much larger proportion of prisoners 
than the towns. Compare the county town Ipswich with the village 
of Wickham Market, in the Plomesgate union. Ipswich contained 
32,750 persons, and Wickham Market 1,697 persons. The great 
facilities that a large town naturally affords to a practised thief would 
lead any one to suppose that criminals would abound much more in 
the former than in the latter, but the examination proved the very 
reverse to be the fact. During the five years ending 1853 Ipswich 
had furnished 1 criminal to every 557 persons, whilst Wickham 
Market had sent 1 criminal to every 339 persons. 

To test still further the accuracy of this comparison we took the 
fifteen towns in Suffolk and compared their criminal returns with 
fifteen villages from diiferent poor law unions in the county, and the 
result is — 

That fifteen towns, each with an average population of 5,000, 
furnished 1 criminal annually to every 593 persons. 

That fifteen villages, each with an average proportion of 820, 
furnished annually 1 criminal to every 317 persons. 

Feeling that if we stopped here the comparison between the 
criminality of town and country would be very imperfectly exhibited, 
as the character of the offences committed by the respective popula- 
tions would be entirely overlooked, we instituted a more minute and 
extended analysis for the purpose of showing whether the town or 
the country population have manifested the most serious phases of 
the criminal character. Having taken the residences of 228 prisoners, 
committed for trial for the gravest offences in the calendar, we felt 
that for this one county the number was amply sufficient to prove the 
point in question. Of the 228 prisoners 76 were committed for 
arson, 57 for burglary and housebreaking, 24 for murder, 12 for 
maliciously wounding, 14 for stabbing and shooting with intent, 12 
for rape, 7 for unnatural offences, 1 for sodomy, 16 for assault with 
intent, 5 for beastiality, and 4 for highway robbery. These are 
offences which have their origin in malice, unbridled passions, and a 
lawless disregard of the rights of property ; and a better index to the 
degree of criminal debasement in the town and country districts, than 
such a comparison will afford, could not well be offered. Of the 228 
prisoners 38 only were residents in towns, and the remaining 190 
belonged to the villages of Suffolk : 17 per cent, belonged to the 
former and 83 to the latter. It may be objected that the large pro- 
portion of cases of arson, which is essentially a rural offence, included 
in the above list of offences would materially influence the per centage 
of country offences. Admitting that there is some force in this 
objection, it is somewhat strange, considering the mass of agricultural 
labourers there are residing in the small towns of this county, that 
out of 76 offenders for the demoniacal crime of arson only 4 of the 
criminals were town residents. We append the facts in detail: — 
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Offences. 



Murder 

Maliciously cutting, Sec 

Stabbing, shooting with intent, &c. 

Highway robbery 

Burglary and housebreaking 

Arson 

Rape 

Assault, with intent 

Unnatural offences 

Sodomy 

Beastiality 

Total 



Total 

Offenders. 



24 

12 

13 

4 

57 

76 

13 

16 

7 

1 



228 



Town 
Residents. 



5 
3 
3 

2 

16 

4 

4 

1 



38 



Country 
Residents. 



19 
9 

11 
2 

41 

72 
9 

15 
7 
1 
5 



190 



It must be admitted that this analysis is exceedingly favourable to 
the town residents, for although consisting of nearly 29 per cent, of 
the population, they have furnished only 17 per cent, of the serious 
crime of the county. In the class of crimes committed under the 
influence of sexual animalism only 5 offenders out of 42 belonged to 
towns. 

We respectfully solicit the attention of statistical inquirers to the 
facts we have brought forward, and earnestly hope that some five or 
six gentlemen will make the experiment in mining, manufacturing, 
and agricultural counties, so as to ascertain whether the same differ- 
ences in the ratio of criminals exist therein, and whether the town 
populations are, in all cases, so free from committing those grave 
offences that form the most serious blots on the moral character of 
the present age. 

It must, however, be borne in mind by all who undertake similar 
inquiries that it is with the residence of criminals only, not with the 
place where the offence was committed, that the inquiry has to do. 



